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A LETTER to Mr. Randie. 


of 41 R, 
Lacks? on the Synodical Qrenure about 


more frequent Communion, as a Project ſet 


on foot for reſtraining and confining the In- 
. fluence of your popular Preachers; which 
has bern always greateſt on the ſolemn Occaſions 


of Communicating. And perhaps you, wo 


know my Thoughts of theſe Demagogues, will be 
ſurpriſed when J tell you, that, for that very Rea- 
ſon, I did not like —4 Overture; and that I agree 
ſo far with the Letter, ſcrupling upon that Part 
of the Overture that tends moſt des to this 
Purpoſe. 


In this View of the Thing, I did not wonder 


to hear a Cry riſing againſt that Overture from a- 
mong the People that are influenced by ſuch 
Preachers, I ſhall rather be ſurpriſed, if x Let 
ter, writ for it, obtain a Hearing among them. 

The Letter labours in vain to filence this Cry by 


the primitive Inſtitution z going upon the fooliſh | 


Suppoſition, That Chriſt's Laws command the 


People, who muſt be ſatisfied about the Overture. 


In vain does it labour to ſhew, how much it would 
be for the Intereſt of Religion to have frequent 
Communion, according to the Overture, or even 
according to Chriſt's Inſtitution; while the Peo- 
ple, whom it means to 3 are not more cer- 

tain 
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tain of any thing than this, that the Succeſs of their 
Goſpel, and the Proſperity of their true Religion 
and Godlineſs, has been owing to the Preachings 
of their good Miniſters at Sacraments, from the 
Day of the Kirk of Shots, (their Pentecaſt), unto 
this Day. | | 
But you muſt ſuſpend your Surpriſe at my Diſ- 
like to the Overture on this Account, till you hear 
what I have to, ſay for it. The Overture breathes 
the ſame- Spirit toward the popular Clergy of the 
Church, that had before ſhewed itſelf againſt Mr. 
Whitefield, after he had ſerved a Turn for the 
Church againſt the Seceders. But as, in all Eſta- 
bliſhments of Religion, Heathen, Mahometan, and 
Chriſtian, their Devotees are cheriſhed; I am far 
from thinking the Declaimers at ſolemn Occaſi- 
ons of Communicating, and their Followers, uſe- 
leſs in the Eſtabliſhment of our Country, or that 
they ought to be diſcouraged by Synodical Autho- 
rity. I ſhall look on the eſtabliſhed Church or 
Clergy as they do on themſelves. They are pu- 
blick Leaders in Religion; and that happens to 
be a ſort of the Chriſtian. In this View, their 
Uſe is, to make good Chriſtians of their own ſort. 
Again, They are eſtabliſhed in all their temporal 
Rights and Privileges, on the Footing of the Re- 
volution- eſtabliſnment in the State: And, in this 
View, their Uſe is, to make good loyal Subjects 
to the preſent Government. Will I find you dit- 
fering from me, when I ſay, that if they ſhould 
be found ſerving neither of theſe Purpoſes, they 
muſt be a very idle and uſeleſs Set of Men? 
Now, I do not expect you will deny, that the 
Religion pointed out in the Letter, and there 
1141 A ſuppoſed 
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ſuppoſed to be among the People that flock to ſa> 
cramental Occaſions, has been chiefly owing to 
pular Preachers, as the Inſtruments; and eſpe- 
cially to the Influence of their moſt fervent Dif. 
courſes to the Multitudes, gaping upon them at 
theſe ſolemn Occaſions. Or if you deny it, the 
Experience of all your Devotees will riſe up a- 

ic gainſt you, and give you the Lie. And next, as 
88 to the other Uſe, to ſpeak of our own Country 

' here, ſet aſide the Seceders, (claſſed in the Letter 
2 with your religious People, though reckoned the 
© WU weakeſt of them), and ſet aſide the Peogle in the 


. Church influenced by popular Preachers at Sa- 
ta craments; how many People will you find on 
d whom you could depend as good loyal Subjects a- 
3 mongſt the Commons? And I reckon you will 
afi. not talk much to me of the Influence of the Cler- 


e. 87 amongſt the Gentry. In this View of Things, 
let me ſay, the Tendency of the Overture taking 
h place here, is, to render our Clergy the molt uſe- 
les Set of Beings under Heaven. 

When I heard of this Letter before it was pu- 
P. dbliſned, on occaſion of its being recommended in 


* a former Print on the Subject, which I have not 

ort. ſeen, = found two Objections riſing in my Mind 
againſt it. 

= Firſt, I heard of this Principle well laid in it, 

this That Chriſt, the Lawgiver of his Church, hath 

+; appointed the Communion of his People i in his 

* Su to be once a-week at leaſt z and of this as 


ache Inference from that Principle, that a Synod of 
_ our Clergy ſhould appoint the Communion of 
ſen? their People in that Supper to be four times in 
| the Vear at leaſt, abs the Connexion, * 
2 | | ; if 
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I, betwixt this Principle and this Concluſion ? 
Tt Chriſt has appointed it once a-week. at leaſt, 
the Inference is, That all who. regard his Autho. 
rity, muſt do it even fo as he ſays. And if we 


have not a mind to this, but will doit otherwiſe, 


let us not then ſpeak Lies in Hypocriſy, pretend. 
ing a Zeal for his Inſtitution, in doing it other- 
wiſe than we ſay he has inſtituted. Now that! 
have ſeen the Letter, my Objection remains as it 
was. For indeed nothing can be ſaid to it, but 
ſomething like this. Though we cannot get ful. 
ly up to, the Inſtitution, yet we. may come nearer 
it than we do: And as four times in the Year is 
oftener than once in the Year, and ſo nearer the 


Inſtiturion, - our Regard to that ſhould move us 
to chuſe this-rather dn the other. But I know 


of no Law in the Church of Scotland to hinder a- 
ny Miniſter from having the Lord's Supper in his 


Pariſh every firſt Day of the Week, it he will: 


And it this Overture become a Law, it may ſeem 
to limit the Matter more than it is now limited by 


the Laws of the Church, and breed a Neceſſity 
that ſhall prove a Hinderance, rather than a "_P 


toward the primitive Inſtitution. © 


When Church- authority was firſt interpoſed to 
oblige People to communicate once a-week, accor- 
ding to the Inſtitution ; was not this ſuppoſing 
the Church- rulers now governing a People, who 
could not he obliged by Chriſt's Authority, but 
might be bound by their Laws? And when it ap- 
peared they could not, by theſe, be brought up 


to the inſtituted Time, did they chen right, in 
| changing Chriſt's Law, and, in place of that, gi- 
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ving them a Commandmene to communicate at 
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xim, that gives not a little Eaſe to the Conſcien- 
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leaſt thrice in the Year, at ſolemn Times, like 


the Fewiſp Feaſts? And when even that could 
not be well obeyed, did they well in command- 
ing them to communicate at leaſt once a- year, viz. 


at Eaſter, about the Time that the Fews ate the 


Paſſover ? You will ſay, They were then changing 
the times and laws ;, they were taking away the dai- 
ly, to ſet up the abomination that maketh deſolate, 
Be'it ſo: Yet, in theſe Ordinances about the Fre- 
quency of Communicating, they, were doing no 
more, but keeping as near the Inſtitution as they 
were able, when their. Situation would not allow 
them to keep fully up to it. There might be ſome 
Pretence of a R to Chriſt's Inſtitution in the 


firſt of theſt Ordinances z- but none in the follow- 


ing, wherein his Law was. manifeſtly changed, 


And pray, Sir, what is the Difference, as to the 


Inſtitution of Chriſt, ſo well proved in the Let. 
ter; betwixt theſe Ordinances, and this Ordinance 
propoſed to be made for four times in the Year, 
or even Calvin's once a-month ? We ſay, Chriſt 
has made it once a-week at leaſt. He has ſolemn- 
ly ratified from Heaven the conſtant Practice of 
his Churches aſſembling to his Supper every firſt 


{ Day of the Week, without making one Sabbath 


more ſolemn thereby than another. And ſhalf 
we gravely infer from this, That we ought to hear 
Calvin, or any Church after him, making it once 
a- year, once a- quarter, or once a-month, . and ſo 
diſtinguiſhing that monthly, quarterly, or year- 
ly Sabbath from all the reſt? The Letter, howe-: 


ver ſtrong for the Inſtitution, is yet obliged to 


yield to the Force of this commonly received Ma- 


Ces 


1 1 
ces of many in reading the New Teſtament, viz, 
That the primitive Inſtitution was for the primi- 


tive Time, the Infancy of the Church; and not 


calculated for this our Time, to-which it ſhould 
be accommodated as tends beſt to Edification. 
| Ando, after all the fine Things ſaid about the 
Inſtitution, it leaves us to regard it, as we do an 
old Almanack. 

My other Objection againſt the Deſign of the 
Letter was this. The primitive conſtant Com- 
munion was in Churches where Chriſt's Diſci- 
pline was exerciſed and ſubmitted to by the Com- 
municants: And to ſet about reviving the firſt of 
theſe without the other, which is as its Fence and 
Guard againſt the Profanation of it, - tends mani- 
teſtly to Profanity, and mult neceſſarily land there; 
eſpecially when the Solemnity, and its Influence, 
ſupplying in ſome ſort the Place of the Fence, is 
alſo taken away, As I could not expect to ſee the 
primitive Diſcipline without a primitive Church, 


like thoſe to which the Lord's Supper was origi- 


_ nally delivered; I could hope for nothing from 
more frequent Communion in another Situation, 


but more Profanation of that moſt holy Ordinance. 


The Letter is very far from ſatisfying me on this 
Head ; even where it ſeems to propoſe an Anſwer 
to this ſame Objection. It owns indeed, that the 
Diſcipline commanded by Chriſt, 1s not, yea can- 
not be exerciſed in the preſent Situation; but con- 


tends, that this can be no Reaſon for neglecting. 


alſo his other Commandment, requiring us to com- 
municate often; and that we ſhould not neglect 
to obey this as the firſt, though we cannot ob- 
ſerve the Law of. Diſci pline: ; Becauſe we __ 
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[ 9] 
but one Commandment, neglecting the Diſci- 
pline; and if we alſo neglect the eating of the 


Supper often, we are guilty of the habitual Neg- | 


lect of two. 

There is ſomething new to me in this Doctrine. 
For, conſidering the Connexion, in the primitive 
Inſtitution, betwixt the Supper and the Diſcipline, 
it is the ſame thing as if it were ſaid, That a Man 
muſt eat the Lord's Supper, though he neglect to 
examine himſelf; or that a Man muſt name the 
Name of Chriſt, though he be not departing from 
Iniquity ſeing the Neglect of the one Command 
cannot juſtify the Neglect of the other. And fo 
the Corinthians might have told the Apoſtle, Tho? 
we cannot come together but in Diviſions, yet we 
can eat the Lord's Supper : For though we are 
not able, as Matters now ſtand, to attain the 
commanded Unity, yet we may come together to 
that Eating. And yet the Apoſtle tells them, 
that coming together in that Cale, is not to eat the 


Lord's ſupper. As the Letter ſays, there appears 


a real Diſtinction between the Duties that ariſe to 
Chriſtians from theſe two Commands; ſo may a 
real Diſtinction appear between Faith and Holineſs. 

But if, upon this Diſtinction, we ſhall eſtabliſh a 
Separation of the two; this will juſtify the Sepa - 


ration, that has been now of a long Time appear- * 


ing in the Chriftian World, between the Saints 
and the Faithful, between the Santirfication of the 
Spirit and the Belief of the Truth, in the moſt o- 
pen Contradiction to the moſt holy Faith, the Faith 


 ohich was once delivered to Fi Saints, Indeed 


there is no more in the Objection but this, That ' 
the N Communicating often, without the 
iy primitive 


5 >. 
primitive Diſcipline, would be the-ſame Thing as 
doing it in the Manner wherein the Apoſtle ſays 
it cannot be done; the ſame Thing as eating of 
that Bread without Self- examination, and as na- 
ming the Name of Chriſt without departing from 
Iniquity. And though the Neglect of one Com- 
mand be no Reaſon for the Neglect of another al- 
ſo; yet, to eſtabliſh more frequent Communion, 
as the Overture propoſes, without eſtabliſhing 
therewith any Reparation of its broken Fence of 
Diſcipline, is, by Authority, to ſeparate Com- 
mandòs that Chriſt's Authority has joined together; 
and ſo to make it lawful to neglect the one, while 
the Authority that tolerates this, permits not the 
Neglect of the other. But if the Tendency of 
Joining theſe two Commands together be Holi- 
neſs, the Tendency. of ſeparating them in this 
Manner muſt be Profanity, as the Objection ſays. 


For as naming Chriſt's. Name without departing 


from Iniquity, is to profane that Name; and eat- 
ing of that Bread, and drinking of that Cup, with- 
out Self. examination, is to eat and drink unwor- 


thily; and to come together into one Place in Di- 


viſion, and without the Unity of brotherly Love, 
is not to eat the Lord's Suppef: even ſo to fre- 
quent it, neglecting the Diſcipline, or keep it 
without purging out the old Lea ven, is to keep 
the Feaſt with the old Leaven of Malice and Wic- 
kedneſs, and without the unlea vened Bread of Sin- 
cerity and Truth: And is not this to profane it? 
The Fews had theſe two Commands, both bind- 

ing on them, to eat the paſchal Lamb, and to 
put away Leaven: And might not the ſame Ac- 
Fount be made of theſe, that the Letter makes = 
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theſe two, Do abit in remembrance of me, and, Parge | 
out the old leaven ? - 
The Reformers, it is bald, were for frequent 


Commutiion; once a- month at leaſt : But it ap- 
peats they were far from this Profanity; for, at 


the ſame Time, they held this, as one of the Marks 


of the true Church, Diſcipline uprightly miniſtred 


a4 God's Word preſcribes. And ſurely they could 


not, by the Doctrine of the Letter, have juſtified 
themſelves in making the with · holding of the Cup 
from the Laity, one of the Rraſons of their 
ration from the Communion of the Roman Church. 
For could they not anſwer themſelves, on this 


Head, by the Doctrine of the Tier? There are 


two Commands here; the firſt, to eat of that 


Bread; the next, to drink all of that Cup. No 


it ĩs indeed a great Sin againſt a plain Command 
of Chriſt, that we do not all drink of this Cup; 
but however much we, the faithful Remnant, de- 
fire to do ſo, we cannot attain to it as Things ſtand, 
and muſt ſtand in our Church, for all that” we can 
do: And this is a great Burden to us. Tet this 
is no Reaſon for our neglecting alſo the other 
Command, to be obſerved in the — place; we 
are not by this looſed from our Obligation to obey 
the Lord's Command, to eat that Bread: The 
one is evil, as a Breach of a Commandment; the 
other worſe, as the habitual Neglect of two. You | 
may perhaps think here of the Entireneſs of the 
Ordinance; but then you muſt alſo conſider, whe- 
ther the Ordinance be entire without the viſible 
Communion of Saints eating that Bread, as one 
Body, and ſo one Bread. If we may eat the 
_ without this * Sign, may we not alſo 
eat 


eat it without that other Sign of drinking the Cup? 
And here I refer you to the Confeſſion of your Faith, 


Chap. 26. Sef. 2. Chap. 27. Set. 1. Chap. 29, 


See. 1. and the Scriptures there referred to. 

But the Letter inſiſts upon it, That the Scri- 
Pture eſtabliſhes this Separation of the two Com- 
mands, and countenances what I have been calling 
Profanity ; and it brings Inſtances of Facts in Scri- 
pture, which are ſaid to be directly in Point. And, 
for this Purpoſe, the Church in Corinth, and the 
Churches in the Revelation, are compared with 
the Church where this quarterly Frequency 
of Communion is pleaded for, and which is ac- 
knowledged to have received a Wound under the 
fifth Rib in the Diſcipline, and to be bleeding 
there; and this Wound is declared to be deadly. 
I am very attentive to the Letter here. The Si- 
militude of a mortal Wound under the fifth Rib, 
and bleeding there, leads me to think of a Church 


that eats the Lord's Supper under the Notion of a 


living Body, the Body of a Man. And I cannot 
deny, that this is ſcriptural: For the Apoſtle 
makes much uſe of it with Application to the Co- 
rinthian Church. And let the Lord's Supper be 
the Food of this Body; even as the holy catholick 


Church, which is inviſible, and is alſo called oze 
+ Body, is fed by Chriſt's Fleſh and Blood, the Meat 


that endures to everlaſting Life: And ſuppoſing 
a viſible Church, that repreſents this, to be a li- 
ving Body, formed for eating the Lord's Supper, 


as its proper Food; it is without doubt, that this 


Food muſt be continued while the Body lives, and 
is capable of it, though it be wounded. But if 
care be not taken to ſtop Bleedings, and heal dan- 
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gerous Wounds, Food will ſoon be to no purpoſe. 


Yet this is what the Letter propoſes for the Body, 
in the Caſe of a mortal Wound: Let it bleed, as 
it cannot be hindered; and though the Wound 


be deadly and incurable, yet be ſure to give more 


frequent Meals, and let not full Food be neglect- 
ed. Do you really think, Sir, the Apoſtle had e- 
ver ſuch a Preſcription as this in his Thoughts a- 


bout the Wounds of that Body, the Church in 


Corinth ? Y 

But let us ſeriouſly and attentively conſider that 
Church as a Body; and ſee how it was originally 
formed for eating that Bread, and drinking that 
Cup, appointed for it as its Food; and how all 
the Members ſtood in Union, as one living Body, 
for joint partaking in that Food which nouriſhed 
the whole. - And do we not ſee it to be a Compa- 
ny of all ſorts of Sinners at Corinth, called toge- 
ther by the Apoſtolick Goſpel, and united, only 
by its Influence, in the joint Profeſſion of the Faith 
of God's Teſtimony, that he is well pleaſed in Je- 
ſus Chriſt his beloved Son, whom he raiſed from 
the Dead, of the Hope of eternal Life from the 
Dead through him, and of Love to one another 
for that Truth's ſake, which was ſo confeſſed by 
them, that it appeared to be dwelling in them ? 
Being thus as one living Body, animated by that 
ſame Spirit, without which no Man can call Jeſus 
Lord as they did, profeſſing to believe on the 
Name of the Son of God, and love one another, 
as he gave them Commandment z they had this 
Commandment delivered to them, To come to- 
gether, as one Body, into one Place, to eat the 
Lord's Supper. And all the glorious Things * 
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N 
of the Lord's Supper in the Leiter, boaſting in it 
againſt the infidel vain Talk of the Dignity of hu- 
man Nature, and the Fitneſs of Things, will a 
ply to it, as obſerved by ſuch a Society, a Body 
thus framed for eating that Supper, as they will 
never apply to it in any other ſort of Society. 
But, becauſe this ſame Body was ſtill liable to ma- 
ny Evils oppoſite to its Union, tending to its Diſ- 
ſolution, and ſerving to render it unfit for being 
nouriſned by this appointed Food, the Diſcipline 
was appointed as a Remedy to theſe Evils, which 
otherwiſe would deſtroy it. And, from the Epi- 
| files to the Corinthian Church, we ſee that Body 
affected with theſe Evils; we ſee it wounded and 
bleeding, though not mortally,” as long as it was 
capable of Cure by its Diſcipline. But I cannot 
ſay, and I fear you will never be able to ſhew me, 
that the Church where the Letter propoſes more 
frequent Meals, is or ever was ſuch a Body. And 


if it never was ſuch a Body as could, like that in 


Corinth, be called the Body of Chriſt ; it was ne- 


ver capable of Chriſt's Diſcipline exerciſed there, 


it could not receive any Wound in that Diſcipline, 
it could never bleed there; and ſo it was never a 


Body fit for eating the Lord's Supper at any time, 


let be frequently. The Letter goes upon the falſe 
Suppoſition, that the Society of which it ſpeaks 
with reſpect to the Lord's Supper, is the Body of 


Chriſt, like that in Corinth, or like any of the 


Churches in Ala; while the only Things wherein 
it is repreſented as reſembling them, are thoſe E- 
vils which were in the World, as well as in the 
Churches, though the World could not be fo af- 
fected with them as they were. 00 

| . Another 
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Another Thiog ſuppoſed againſt Fact, in this 5 


ee, upon the Scripture for Communion 
without Diſcipline, is, That the Church in Ca- 
rinth, and the Afan Churches, were become in- 


capable of the Diſcipline, and ſo of being cured of 


theſe Evils, either in the Way of Repentance, or 
cutting off the Impenitent; and, being thus mor- 
tally wounded in their Diſcipline, were allowed to 
go on in eating the Lord's Supper. Unleſs this 
be ſuppoſed, there is no Inſtance in Scripture di- 
rectly in Point. But the Falſhood of this Suppo- 


ſition is manifeſt from the very Paſſages referred 
to, both as to the Church in Corinth, and thoſe 


in Ala. 
The Church of the Si was „ in 


its one Faith, by Hereſies; and in the Love of 


every one of them all toward each other for the 
Truth's ſake, by Schiſms; and in both theſe, as 
well as in their one Hope, by thoſe Luſts of = 


World, from which they had been once purged, 


prevailing again in ſome of. the Members, again 


1ntangled in the Pollutions of the World, which 


they had eſcaped through the Knowledge of Chriſt, 
And in this Caſe Diſcipline was neglected: They 
were not diligently applying themſelves to the 


Cure of thoſe Wounds, either in the Way of Re- 


pentance, or of putting away the Impenitent. 


When this Church came together in this Condi- 


tion, the Apoſtle told them, it was not to eat the 
Lord's Supper. He allowed them not thus to eat 


that Supper: For that is what he ſaid they could 
not do. They might profane it, they might aſ- 


ſemble to their own Condemnation ; but they 
m_ not eat the Lord's Supper, Let he ae 
them 
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them not to forbear aſſembling to the Lord's Sup. 
per; for he did not unchurch them. He would 
have them ſtill come together to eat. What then 
muſt be done? They cannot eat the Lord's Sup- 
per. They muſt not forbear it. What would 
the Apoſtle have? Why, he would have them re- 
. coming together to eat; he would have them 
keep the Feaſt, purging out the old Leaven. 
And if this was not to be obtained, if this could 
not take place; their Wound was mortal; the A- 
poſtle had done with them, and had no more to 
ſay to them as a Church, He is very far from 
ſuppoſing them incapable to keep the Feaſt, pur- 
ging out the old Leaven: For he ſpeaks to them 
as capable of it, and that as ſoon as they come to- 
gether. And he is as far from ſuppoſing, as does 
the Leiter, that they were ſo much as once to eat 
the Lord's Supper, and after that to ſet about pur- 
ging out the old Leaven: For he would not have 
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them keep the Feaſt with old Leaven. And when 
do you think he appointed the Diſcipline to be ex- 


erciſed on a very notorious wicked Perſon among 
them? Even when they are gathered together. 


And where is the Foundation for the Suppoſition 


« of a faithful Part in this Church, capable of being 
& reproved, becauſe they had not abſtained from 
* that Command, of eating the Lord's Supper, 
46 till the other Command, about Diſcipline, had 
4 been fully obtemperate as to him?“ For what- 
ever the Searcher of the Hearts in the Churches 
has to ſay of Faithful and Unfaithful in his Sight, 
in the Communion of his Supper ; yet his Apoſtle 
ſays nothing like this of the Corinthian Church, 
where he accounts all the Members faithful, 8 
8 wou 
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would have any one forthwith put away, upon | 


his appearing ſo as to be accounted otherwiſe a- 
mong them. There 1s no ſuch Thing appearing 


in the Apoſtolick Churches, as a faithful Remnant 


wreſtling againſt a prevailing Party of faithleſs 
Men, lying as a Burden upon them: Far leſs can 
we perceive in the Communion of any of theſe 
Churches, one Part looking on another as ungod- 
ly, and that other Part looking on them again as 
Hypocrites. : | | 

In the 2d Epiſtle, it appears, that the Church 
in Corinth was far from being incapable of the Di- 
ſcipline, and far from being incurable of the Evils 
complained of in the 1ſt. They did not haſten 
to the Supper, delaying to purge out the old Lea- 
ven. Their Diligence in coming together to eat, 
was not attended with Negligence of the called- 
for Repentance, or with putting off the Refor- 
mation of Diſcipline till afterwards : For the Apo- 


ſtle acknowledges they had obeyed his Directions 


with great Carefulneſs and Zeal. But, in that ſe- 
cond Epiſtle (Chap. xi. 20. 21.), he again fears, 
now when he is about to come to them, leſt he find 
Diviſions amongft them, and leſt he find many 
impenitent ſtill, who had finned before in the 
Way of fleſhly Luſts. And he had Reaſon to 
fear this, from the Ear he found them now giving 
to the Fudaizers againſt him. But does he pro- 
poſe, that ſuch Impenitents, if they were found, 
ſhould be tolerated in the Communion ? See what 
he ſays, compared with what he had ſaid about 


the inceſtuous Perſon in the formerEpiſtle. There 


he faid, Ye are puffed up, and have not rather 
mourned, «nevIoars, that he that bath done this _ 
| might 
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might be taken away from among you. And here 1 
he ſays, Left, when I come, my God will bumble me fe 
among you, and that I ſhall bewail, rerbnaa, many h 


.* which have ſinned before, and have not repented. 
For that he intends putting away from among 
them by the Exerciſe of Diſcipline, is manifeſt & 
from the Context, Chap. xiii. 1. 2. 10. where he 66 
tells them, that what he now writes, is to prevent cc 
his behaving, when he comes, in the Way of cut- 
ting off, arereHig. Is not this then to ſay, that if 
he ſhall find ſuch as he fears to find when he comes, 
he will certainly have them cut off? And what 
were they to be cut off from, if not the Communi- 
on? Does he then allow the Corinthians to go on in 
Communion with ſuch Impenitents, if ſuch ſhould 
be found among them? _ | . 
When I obſerve the Churches in Aa, to which 
the Zetter alſo refers for Inſtances of Facts direct- 
ly in Point, ſurer than Reaſonings; I am not a- 
ble to ſee any Fact to this Point at all, either di- 
rectly or indirectly. It cannot appear to me, that 
the Lord allows any of theſe Churches to go on 
in Communion without Repentance, and Refor- 
mation from thoſe Evils among them that he re- 
proves; becauſe he threatens, if they repent not, 
to unchurch them. And when he finds fault with 
any of theſe Churches, for ſuffering the open Tranſ- 
greſſors he deſcribes, or for having them there , I 
cannot take it otherwiſe, than that he is diſpleaſed 
ad t their having them in their Communion, And 
©, they who are thus blamed, are not theſe Tranſ- 
greſſors whom he would not have there. Shall N. 
J then think, that he allows them to go on in Li 
Communion with ſuch Tranſgreſſors? For what EW 
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5 he blaming them for, if i It by not. for this yery 


Thing? And ſurely, he is not angry with them 
for the ſame Thing that he allows. The Letter 
has theſe remarkable Words: Yet it is not made 
« a. Charge againſt. the ſo. much commended 
« Faithful, who, though ſometimes very few, 
« had to their Power withſtood, but it ſeems had 
« not prevailed to caſt theſe groſs Offenders out, 
ee that they had not abſtained from obeying the 
« Command in the Supper, even when thoſe e- 
e vil Perſons were there; though it doubtleſs had 
ce been a great Burden to them. Here is a Fact 
made out of Suppoſitions, ſupported by no man- 
ner of Evidence, but that 7t /eems ; and is ſaid to 
be doubtleſs, without the leaſt F oundation- in the 
Scripture referred to, and in direct Oppoſition to 
the true Fact. And is this to bring Inſtances in 
Scripture directly in Point, Inſtances of Facts more 
ſure than the Reaſonings of Men, that are endleſs? 
In place of bringing Inſtances againſt Separation 
in the ſtated Caſe, -the Letter demands Inſtances 
of Separation, upon Cauſes of Complaint and 
Charges againſt Churches from him whoſe Eyes 
are as a Flame of Fire; as if Men could either ex- 
erciſe Diſcipline, or ſeparate, according to the 
Sight of his Eyes who ſearches the Hearts and 
tries the Reins in the Churches. And when theſe ä 
Cauſes of Complaint and Charges ſtand in the 
Sight of the Churche, we have ſeen. before what 
he ſays of going on in Communion, continuing in 
them, and bearing with them there. 

It will not be caſy to find a Foundation in the 
New Teſtament for a Society partaking of the 


Lord's Supper, 8 his Rule of Diſcipline 


atth. 


Ausb. Chap. nl, 4d 1 e 
i obſerved. . We ſhall not { ee any thing: like 


2 N = N 4 =% . * r 1 * a 9 ads , 2 : * * a n * 2 
7 1 P - - . 
* * 6 4 . * T2 * 
. * x } 
l # by 1 k 
« . * 8 0 . 4 
4 * 1 * © - 
: MS Tn Jp 0; = 
LR - , 92 * * , 0 wt * . 
RFI * : * by *Y.. is *s A 
* » pe : 1 x ** x . a 
J © 34 > 4? * , . 
pe 4 8 — * w 
: * * 
' * 


c 


v. catihot 


Buy? a to 


what See it is Ki from Flere, Come bot of 


ber, my People, Such a Society is no more a 
Church, but a Synagogue of "oy And you know 


it is an Article of your Faith, That — Churches 


of Chriſt have ſo far degenerated, as to become 


| Synagogues of Satan, Weſtminſter Confeſſion, Chap. 


Seck. 5, The Churches to which the . — 
deivered the Ordinance of the Lord's Suppe 
could not become ſuch Societies till they bins 


incapable of Chriſt's Diſcipline ; and then they 


were no more Churches of Chriſt,” as they were in 


or near the Time of the Apoſtles. But the Ar- 


gument of the Letter. proves, if it prove any thing, 

that Chriſt's People ought to partake of his Sup. 
r in ſuch Societies, and that frequently. 
While the Chriſtian Churches continued ſted- 


tall in the Lord's Supper once a-week at leaſt, 
the Chriſtian Diſcipline continued with it as its 
Fence. And there was no-occafion for Separati- 
on while that Diſcipline remained, according to 


the Inſtitution, receiving the Faithful, forgiving 


the Penitenr, and rejecting the Unfaithful and Im- 
9 with the Conſent of the whole Church, 
| n 


animouſly obeying the Law of Chriſt in Diſci- 
pline, as well as in the breaking of that Bread. 


The firſt Thing that ſerved to ſet aſide the pri. 


mitlye” F requency of Communion, was, the-Ad- 


. miſſion of ſuch Men into the Communion as could 
diaet be fluenced by Chriſt's Command to eat his 
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7 5 75 of the Churches, or having them there, bel 


hoved to be at the rate of tolerating more ſeldom 


Communicating. - The ſuperſtitious- Fear of Se. 


; | paration gave Way to the Prevalency of this Cor. 


© Tuption, And without this ſame Dread of Sepa 

ration (while there was no Fear of "Sh ap 
_ Chriſt's Commands) the Churches could not be 

corrupted, as they were by Degrees, till they be- 


came quite antichriſtian, eſpecially in the Lord's 


Supper and the Diſcipline, From this Corrupy- 
on of Chriſtianity there never was, nor ever Bi 
be, any Step of true Reformation, but in the Fo 

of obeying that Command of the Apoſtle, —— 


ſuch turn away. And what is that but Separati- 


on? Yet they cannot well pretend to be obeying . 


this Command of Chriſt, who are not, as the Ca- 
- ptives returning from Babylon, ſeparating them- 

ſelves from all ftrangers,—to the law of their God, 
and to returning to the primitive Inſtitution of 
the Lord's Supper, and the Diſcipline, as they 
find it written in the Scriptures of the Apoſtles; 
teaching Chriſtians to obſerve all Things whatſo- 


ever Chriſt commanded them, in all Times, wo 


the End of the World. 


Lou FIR Sir, I have con Gdered the Letter, of | 8 
which you was pleaſed to ſend me a Copy, eſpe- . | 


cially the both and 61ſt Pages of it; where find- 
ing ſome Things ſaid, in my View, repugnant to 
God's holy Word, T have, according to the ear- 


neſt Requeſt in che Latin Sentence on the Title- 


page, notified it by writing to you. And as 1 


ſy ppoſe. - 
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